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“Dittos, Rush” 


From across the fruited plain 


I found your November newsletter unusually 
insightful and humorous. As I sit here writing this 
on my computer, I think of your mention of those 
who view the Internet as a harbinger of anarchy, 
and your response that this concern was unfounded 
as most people couldn't even program their VCRs, 
never mind accessing the Net. Besides, we really 
need governmental intrusion on a whole new aspect 
of our lives, dont we? One complaint: between my 
two cars, I have spent ten =) PM 

( ۱ unis و‎ 
thousand dollars on sound | AT 
equipment ... only to listen — E 
to you on AM. Bur thanks for 
spreading the good word. f 

— JAMES DITCHICK, MD, 

ENCINO, CA 

All the better to hear my dul- 
cet tones, Doctor. 






Thank you for your No- 
vember articles, "Whats Hap- 
pening to the Truth?” and 
“America Is Not a Racist 
Country.” In rhe face of the 
O.J. verdict and the Million 
Man March, I've had a hard 
time being optimistic about 
race relations. Your articles 
lifted my spirits, especially 
by putting the O.J. verdict 
in a broader context. Thank 
you for your insightful 
commentary. — MICHAEL J. 
GALLAGHER, CORTLAND, NY 
Glad to be of service. Here's another reason to 
be optimistic: 


Greetings. After 40 years as a Democrat, I’ve 
become a Republican — mainly due to your input, 
As with many of my race, I believed that there was 
no other party for me, but my eyes have been 
opened. After being turned on by EIB, I had to ask 
myself a question: What is the Democratic party 
doing for me, really? First and foremost, I’m an 
American and a black man second. Also, I’m self- 
employed. 1 have always believed that my people 
must empower themselves and not look for the gov- 
ernment to solve all their problems. The Dem- 
ocratic party only cuddles up to us when they need 
us; but show me how we are better off. As an inde- 
pendent trucker I’m burdened by confiscatory taxa- 
tion and regulation. Rush, my mother taught me to 
have a strong work ethic, and my father taught me 
to be responsible. These are my basic ingredients, 


PENG, 


۳۱1! 


We must set aside race and put our country back 
together. God bless, and keep up the good work. 

— ROSCOE WALLACE, JR, LAMONT, FL 
Well said, Roscoe — Im delighted to have you in my 
audience. Welcome home. 


Thought you might enjoy seeing a group of young 
skulls with real brains getting a shot of the truth 
before venturing into our nation’s Capitol. These kids 
are home-schooled, and they were able to immediate- 
ly spot the revisionist history and politically correct 
doctrine that permeates Washington, They also used 
an amazing tactic to get there from California — they 
worked for it! Now they know what they can achieve 
if they put their minds to it; its the American way. 
Their parents have done a 
wonderful job in their educa- 
tion, and of course it's all been 
c supplemented by your wit 


SRT TEEN 
۱ | 


EHIS and wisdom included in the 
Eae. pages of The Limbaugh Letter. 

] dL " — DIANE COMSTOCK, 

| ۷ SAN JOSE, CA 
ey | If this picture isnt a threat to 


liberal power in D.C., I dont 
" a^ know what 1s, 
| E, | [ heard you say that 
[5 ''* Barnes & Noble is now sell- 
ing your Letter and that if we 
did not sec it on the shelves 
to ask for it, You also men- 
tioned chat it no doubt 
would be hidden away. 
Today I drove to our Barnes 
& Noble Coffee Shoppe to 
get my first copy. I spent 
some time searching the 
magazine racks with no suc- 
cess. When inquiring of an 
assistant (who did not know of it), another cus- 
tomer passed by. She led me to the magazine rack, 
stooped as low as one can stoop, to the bottom row, 
and with a flourish brought forth The Letter. Since | 
wanted two copies, I, too, dropped to the floor and 
groped far behind the magazines. [ brought out the 
remaining copies and placed them prominently in 
the front row, while I imagined you watching 
through the window saying, “I told you so!” When | 
took my two copies to the register, the same lady 
who had not known of The Letter took my money. I 
mentioned that you had said they'd be tucked away, 
and that you were right. She shrugged and replied, 
“Oh, yes, he is paranoid!” My question: How did 
you know beforehand that this would happen? 
— ANNABELLE D'ApRIX, VENTURA, CA 
Because I know these people like the back of my 
hand. But have no fear, Annabelle — my newslet- 
ter, like everything else I do, will continue to reach a 
vast audience no matter how liberals try to bury tt. 
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MONI 
EVER TOLD 


\\ LINTON VOWS TO SAVE ENVIRONMENT FROM 
REPUBLICANS’ reads the headline on a Reuters 
news story as we go to press. "Dont put a gun to 
the head of the President and the head of the coun- 
P try,” said White House Chief of Staff Leon Panetta, 
characterizing the Republican position thusly: "[If] you don't 
accept what we want to do to Medicare and Medicaid, or what 
we want to do to education, we're going to blow you apart. 
That's a form of terrorism." 

An AP wire service story opens: "Vice President Al Gore told 
state Democrats that watching Republicans try to undo 
decades of Democratic progress is akin to ‘watching Robin 
Hood on rewind.” 

Undo decades of Democratic progress. 

“But you're changing the direction of government!” a 
reporter shouted at Newt Gingrich during the final stages of 
the budget contest. 

There you have the key to it all, folks. The hysterical liberal 
charges — that Republicans want to starve children, throw 
old people into the gutter and poison the earth, or that 
Republicans are terrorists — picked up and magnified by their 
willing accomplices in the mainstream media, are rooted in 
one thing: a recognition that Republicans are indeed changing 
the direction of government. The Republicans are indeed 
undoing decades of Democratic policies. And this has the 
forces of the status quo in an absolute panic. 

As absurd as the Democratic charges are, as irrational as they 
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are, as utterly without factual basis as they are, they arise out 
of the left's clear understanding that everything they have built 
is under attack. 

And it is. The word "terrorism" is telling. The duly elected, 
legally constituted majority of the United States government, 
operating according to the fixed responsibilities enumerated by 
the American Constitution, are the literal opposite of terror- 
ists; but their headway has liberal Democrats in a state of gen- 
uine terror. The bracing winds of authentic reform are rushing 
through every corridor of the nations capital, stirring up the 
grime of decades of encrusted liberalism. And what we hear 
from the left is a howl — a primal scream. Their fear is real. 
The hor rhetoric is not a pose, is not political posturing. They 
truly believe what they say, that something is being destroyed 
by Republicans. 

They are right. But it is not the “social safety net" or 
the environment. What is being decapitated is the huge, 
ugly, enormously toxic centralized bureaucratic structure 
in Washington that has for decades operated as the engine 
of liberalism. All pretense of ideological justification for 
liberal programs died long ago as evidence of their folly 
poured in; popular support likewise evaporated. What has 
remained — until now — is the vast, underground tentacles of 
bureaucracy linkirig liberal programs, liberal advocacy groups, 
liberal politicians, embittered citizens with their hands out, 
and untold billions of wasted taxpayer dollars, while a liberal 
press cheers the whole monstrosity on: “More! More!” One 
might call it the misuse of power — corruption, even — and it 
is from this beast that the howls emanate. 

Which is why the Vice President of the United States 
calls the Republican legislative agenda a “radical extremist” one. 
Think about this, folks. What do the Republicans want to do? 
Balance the budget in seven years. Grow Medicare by 6 percent a 
year. If this makes one a “radical extremist” in the United States of 
America today, just imagine what it takes to be "sensible" by this 
world view. To be sensible, according to Algore and Bill Clinton 
and Leon Panetta and that whole bunch, you must never balance 
the budget. You must let Medicare go bankrupt. You must lovingly 
nurture the policies and programs that have created the failed wel- 
fare state, which continues to poison the lives of countless thou- 
sands of American citizens. 

But still, the irrational accusations and hysteria 
are significant. They are the best indicator we have that 
something profound is occurring. “Humble words and 
increased preparations are signs that the enemy is about to 
advance,” wrote the ancient Chinese military strategist Sun 


As absurd, irrational, and 
utterly without factual basis as 
the Democratic charges are, they 


arise out of the lefts clear 
understanding that everything they 
have built is under attack. 














Tzu in The Art of War. “Violent language and driving forward 
as if to the attack are signs that he will retreat." 





e must not lose sight of this, at any cost. The clearest 
sign that what the Republicans are doing is real, that 
Republican policies are a dramatic departure from | 
"business as usual," that Republican ideas are about to | 
make a genuine impact on the day-to-day life of the | 


electrifying performance." 


citizens, is the violent language pouring out of the liberal camp. 


This is not a literal war, of 
course; but it is a deadly serious 
political battle. And the left, 
despite all you hear and read, is 
in retreat. 
Do not believe that what 
you are witnessing in the 
budget fight is “typical parti- 
san bickering,” as the news 
media constantly insists. It is 
a profound philosophical 
argument. Those in the 
mainstream media have no 
interest in clarifying the 
debate for you, in painting 
the true picture of the aims 
and motives of both sides. 
They know that if the public 
is genuinely educated about 
what each side wants and 
what each side is protecting, 
the Republicans win, hands 
down. The American media 
have a vested interest in the 
liberal agenda, for it ıs 
theirs. The liberal politicians 
they are supporting are 
their friends, comrades-in- 
arms, and it is from them 
they derive their own power 
and influence. 
The budget fight represents 
a clash between the forces of 
limited government, self-gov- 
ernment and individual free- 
dom — the revolutionary 
original idea of the Founders 
— and the forces inspired by 
the fondest dream of elites 
everywhere, a centralized 
bureaucracy controlled by 
elites. For the first time in 
decades, the course preferred 
by elites is being reversed. As 


the respected British periodical The Economist somewhat envi- 


ously puts it: 


"From the point of view of what other countries are (or are not) doing, 
what is happening in America certainly looks revolutionary. Among large, 
rich democracies, only America shows either the appetite or the capacity for 
dramatic reform In France, politicians industriously dodge unpleasant 


choices while the electorate simmers; in Britain, Labour and Tories fall over 









The bracing winds 
of authentic reform 
are rushing through 
every corridor of 
the nations capital, 
stirring up the 
grime of decades of 


encrusted liberalism. 





And what we hear 
from the left is 
a how! — a 
primal scream. 


[and] the onslaught has relegated t 
can do little but watch, threaten to use his veto, and wait for Mr. Gingrich 


to stumble, So far, Mr Gingrich has hardly pur a foot wrong It has been an 





Tactically, above all, [his] success has been nothing short of breathtaking - . 
Astonishingly, Mr Gingrich is doing all this from Capitol Hill rather than 
the White House, which is rather like steering a canoe from the front. With 


few exceptions, the Republicans’ discipline in Congress has been iron . 
he President himself to the sidelines. He 


Which is why, of course, the 
left is using every weapon 1t 
has in its arsenal in an attempt 
to destroy him. Do not be 
fooled. Since the Republicans 
gained their majority in the 
1994 elections (characterized 
by the press as the Republican 
"takeover," as if it were some- 
how illegitimate, an aberra- 
tion) the entire liberal estab- 
lishment has been literally 
running against Newt Ging- 
rich ... with venom and vitriol 
limited only by their vocabu- 
lary. They have accurately per- 
ceived that this is a battle to 
the death for the welfare state, 
and the bloody gloves are off, 


' in a no-holds-barred attack. 


n this, there are no rules. I 

cannot emphasize this 

enough. In the coming 

months, it will be exceed- 

ingly hard to predict the 
specifics of the lefts opposition 
to Mr. Newt and the Re- 
publicans in Congress, because 
there are no standards — of 
morality, decency, fair play, 
logic, reason — to which 
liberals will hold themselves. 
These are people whose tools 
of the trade are clever words, 
and they will simply lie. As 
they are doing. 

Fortunately, their opposition 
will be incoherent; it will 
be, primarily, a wail — and 
a series of accusatory mantras. 
The great thing is that we 
know what these people are 
made of, what their impulses 


. and prejudices are; the direction and thrust of their tactics 


have not varied in decades. Their agenda is this: to save, pro- 
tect and defend the welfare state — which cannot be defend- 


each other to avoid looking too radical ... Mr. Gingrich bids fair to be the 


most ingenious and daring political leader in the G-7 countries today ... 


Continued on page 16 


| ed. And in the end, it will be defeated. 

Our side has huge advantages, among them these, We 
know what liberals are. The opposition, however, knows 
neither itself nor us; nor, most important, does it fundamental- 
| ly know America. Liberals believe America is fundamentally 








According to Me 


or months, the White House and liberal 

Democrats have repeated their mantra: the 
“extremist” Republicans in their "extreme" 
budget are trying to make "extreme cuts" 
in the social safety net — so that 
old people will be thrown into 
snowbanks to die, chil- 
dren will have food 


their mouths while they're chewing it, and the air, 
water and food supplies will be injected with poison. 

Has the mainstream media challenged any of this? 
Nooo. The press has, in fact, become the house 
organ of the Democratic party, echoing the White 
House rhetoric, "reporting" on Republican "cuts," 
"deep cuts," and “draconian cuts.” They have con- 
cocted polls that basically ask: "Do you approve of 
Republican policies that will cause misery to the 
most vulnerable among us?" (They do this sort of 
thing routinely: On March 7, 1985 The New York 
Times ran this story: “POLL FINDS MOST 
AMERICANS FEARFUL OF BEING HARMED BY CUTS 
IN BUDGET,” cataloguing the media-induced worries 
of [surprise, surprise] students, the elderly, and 
minorities, due to Ronald Reagan increasing the 
budger 1.5 percent.) 

Since the dominant media elites refuse to report 
the actual details of the Republican budget, it is left 
to me. Next time some liberal accuses you of sup- 
porting a “mean-spirited” budget that “slashes” pro- 
grams, do something torally innovative and actually 
give him or her the facts: 

Total federal spending. The Republican budget 
plan will spend $12.1 trillion over the next seven 
years. Spending will increase 21 percent over seven 
years, three percent annually, from $1.59 trillion in 
1996 to $1.88 trillion in 2002. 

Medicare. The Republican plan increases total 
Medicare spending by 43 percent over the next seven 
years, from $191 billion in 1996 to $274 billion in 
2002. Per person spending will rise over seven years by 
40 percent, from $4,800 in 1996 to $6,700 to 2002. 
Despite Democrats’ false charges, those huge increas- 
es do — repeat, do — take into account all the new 
elderly people entering the system. In the past seven 
years, the federal government spent $844 billion on 
Medicare; in tbe next seven years, the Republicans pro- 
pose to spend $1.6 trillion on Medicare alone. 

Medicaid. The Republican plan increases federal 
Medicaid spending some 4 percent per year, from $89 
billion in 1996 to $124 billion in 2002. Add in state 
contributions to Medicaid and total spending will be 
$1.39 trillion over the next seven years, State govern- 
ments rather than the federal bureaucracy will 
administer the program. 

School lunches. The Republican budget increases 
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Total federal 
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Medicare 


per person spending 


$4,800 


1996 
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Medicaid 


1996 
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1996 


$7.85 
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spending on school-lunch programs by 4.5 percent, 
bundling these programs together and block-grant- 
ing them to the states to dramatically reduce 
federal bureaucracy. In 1996, spending 
on school lunches under the Re- 
publican proposal will in- 
crease $203 million, 


from $4.5 billion 









By 2000, school lunch spending will total $7.849 bil- 
lion. State governments, however, rather than the fed- 
eral bureaucracy, will administer the program. 

Student loans. The Republican plan increases spend- 
ing on student loans by 50 percent, from $24 billion in 
1995 to $36 billion in 2002. Pell Grants for low- 
income students will be increased from $2,340 to 
$2,440, the highest funding levels in the history of the 
program. Only graduate students will be required to 
pay interest that has accrued while in graduate school 
— and only after they graduate and get a job. The 
bloated Department of Education, with its 5,100 
bureaucrats, will see its budget cut by $3.6 billion out 
of a department budget of $32 billion, or less than 
one percent of the $465 billion the country spends on 
education at the local, state and national level. 

Head Start. Over the last six years, Head Start 
spending has increased 186 percent while enrollment 
has increased by only 39 percent. Edward Zigler, the 
founder of Head Start, told The Washington Post: “If 
30 percent [of the Head Start centers] were closed 
down, there would be no great loss ... Until the pro- 
gram has reached a certain minimum level of quality, 
they shouldn't put one more kid in it.” The Repub- 
lican plan will reduce total spending for Head Start by 
4 percent. Four percent. 

Tax Cuts. President Clinton raised taxes in 1993 by 
$265 billion. Republicans want to cut taxes over seven 
years by $245 billion. This represents just 2 percent of 
total federal spending, and is a first step to comprehen- 
sive tax reform. With the $500 tax credit, the center- 
piece of the GOP plan, a family with two children that 
earns $25,000 will pay no federal income taxes — none. 
A two-child family making $30,000 will see a 51 per- 
cent tax cut. A three-child family making $30,000 will 
see a 95 percent tax cut. These are real tax cuts, benefit- 
ting real families, who face a real, crushing tax burden. 

You haven't read any of this before? Well, perhaps 
there's an explanation. Delegates to the Society of 
Professional Journalists recently met for their annual 
convention. Among the proposals they voted on was 
this: Journalists should try to present both sides of an 
issue. Guess what: the resolution failed. I kid you not. 
The delegates, who represent 14,000 members of the 
press, decided that it was perfectly acceptable to bring 
you one side of a news story; the side they choose. 

Which is why, of course, you need me. - m" 





STERPIECE INT  ERVIEW 


Since the Rush Limbaugh Show 1s the highest-rated national 
talk radio program in the U.S., I was recently asked to speak at 
the first annual radio festival sponsored by the Museum of 
Television and Radio in New York City. Folks, it was awesome. 
Because I discussed in detail aspects of my program that I rarely 
mention on the atr or anywhere else, I want to provide excerpts 
for my newsletter audience. The questions below were posed by 
Museum president Robert Batscha. My answers constitute a 
primo museum exhibit that will stand the test of time. 


Q: You have been identified as one of the most influential 
people in talk radio. In the last election, when the Republi- 
cans were so successful in Congress, your name was promi- 
nent as one who had a major influence. What do you think 
your role is in the political process? 

Rush: When | came to New York to start this program I had 
no agenda, other than becoming the most-listened to radio 
talk show host in the country. I didn’t come here to be num- 
ber four or five or just be “in the mix.” I wanted to stand 
out. At the time there were two prominent national radio 
talk shows. One was hosted by Larry King and the other by 
Tom Snyder. They were on at night, and much to everyones 
dismay, none of them had any audience. But because they 
were the only national shows out there, that's what national 
radio was considered to be. 

So I show up, and one of the things | sull count as my 
best advantage was that J had no controls. What was on this 
radio show every day was my responsibility. | was the pro- 
gram director. When you have that responsibility, ir shakes 
you up real fast — and you also have the opportunity to be 
totally honest. So all ] had to do was come here and talk 
about the things I was interested in. From the beginning my 
show has been about what | care about, not what the callers 
care about, not what somebody thinks I should be interested 
in, but what I'm interested in myself, because only then will 
I be able to bring the passion to the program that will act as 
the magnet and bring people in. 

One of my passions is politics. Another 1s football. These 
things matter to me greatly. I’m a ciüzen of the country, And 
I think human beings have a responsibility to leave the world 
in at least as good a shape as they find it and, hopefully, ber- 
ter. So | take all these issues, political, social and cultural, 
very seriously. As I did this, a tremendous number of people 
began celebrating ... because finally somebody was saying 
what they thought. Finally, there was somebody in the 
national media who didn't make fun of them, who didn't 
make fun of the things they hold dear, who didnt make fun 
of the things that counted to them. They were celebrating 
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this; that's how the audience began to build. 

Our purpose in radio, despite what anyone else tells you, 
is to acquire the largest audience we can, so that we can 
charge confiscatory advertising rates. It's a business. And 
when you can couple honesty and your passions in the pur- 
suit of business, you've got a great mix. As the program grew 
and evolved, so did its political importance, simply because 
so many people tuned to it and enjoyed it. 

But | did not come to New York to become a political 
force. | came to New York to be a broadcaster. ] never have 
lost sight of my original purpose, acquiring and holding an 
audience. The other things that have evolved I still consider 
ancillary. That doesn't mean I dont care about them. It 
doesnt mean I’m not as passionate as I sound. But if I were 
really serious about mobilizing a political agenda, 1 would go 
to where you do thar. ۲۵ go to Washington. I'd try to get 
elected. Or I'd try to get on the staff of some policy maker. 

But I dont want to do that. It’s not interesung at all, holds 
no fascination to me. I love broadcasting. I love the enter- 
tainment aspects of it and the ability to combine these chings 
into one presentation, I'm still amazed, as many liberals are, 
at the political impact of my program. The difference is, I’m 
not afraid of ir, and they are. So my role in 'politicsiis hard to 
decipher. I do think its probably going to: maintain its cur- 
rent level, or maybe even grow. All I can tell you is that I 
dont think itll be damaging, harmful at all, as long as | 
maintain my honesty about the things I believe, 

Q: As the show began to attract its audience, was there a 
moment when you realized the influence that it was having? 

Rush: | never think about the influence the program has. 
This may surprise you, but I begin every day thinking I've 
got to prove myself. I do not think about what happened 
yesterday. | dont catalog the influence. | dont go home at 
night and think: “Man! What I said today! Did you hear 
how people reacted to thar?” I do not talk to myself that way. 

The influence is icing on the cake. It is not, despite what 
many people might think, my purpose. Now, if I sound like 
| want to influence people, i£ I sound like I'm trying to be 
persuasive, dont misunderstand, I want people to agree with 
me. Í often say I'm not going to go away until every Ameri- 
can does agree with me. Which shouldn't take that long. 

But I dont ponder the influence, because | dont want to 
lose sight of who I am; I try desperately hard to keep things 
in perspective. It is a day-to-day proposition, The audience 
has certain expectations, and you have to meet them every 
day, and if you're really good and lucky, you surpass them. ۱ 
Q: Could you talk a little bit about when you took over for 
Morton Downey, Jr? 


Rush: | was working in Kansas City during the primary sea- 
son of 1984, and got fired for doing 90-second commen- 
taries, They were a little too controversial, because they were 
pro-Republican. I got a call from a guy who was working for 
a station in Sacramento. “We just fired a guy out here named 
Morton Downey, Jr.,” he said. I had no idea who he was, and 
its a good thing | didnt, because otherwise I wouldnt have 
taken the job. Downey had worked there for six months and 
got fired for telling a Chinese joke on the air. One of the city 
councilmen was a guy named Tom Chen, and Downey 
refused to apologize to him. So they got rid of Downey 

When I arrived Norm Woodruff, the program director, 
said two things that I've never forgotten. He said: “Look. 
We're not afraid of controversy here, Bur we will not back 
you up if you say things you dont believe, If you can con- 
vince us why you believe something, no matter how outra- 
geous it seems, 1f you have a reason for believing it that con- 
vinces, we'll back you up all day long. But we will not have 
controversy for the sake of ir. We dont want you insulting 
callers, If you're giving out the phone number and somebody 
calls you, youre inviting the call. It takes no talent whatsoev- 
er to insult them, or hang up on them. As long as you stay 
away from those two things, we'll back you to the hilt.” And 
they did. So those rwo lessons have stayed with me, and 
stood me in pretty good stead. 

I also listened to the radio stations I was going to be com- 
peting against. There were four other talk shows in town, 
and all four were doing the same thing. They all had guests. 
They were all talking about local issues — carrot cake recipes 
for the holidays, sewage problems for the 90s, that kind of 
thing, And I didn’t want to get involved in that, because it 
was not intriguing, interesting, provocative, and it had noth- 
ing to do with politics ... which, of course, was a passion. 

Q: You've had your fair share of critics — 

Rush: No! 

Q: — and they havent always said the nicest things. How do 
you deal with that? 

Rush: I grew up in the Midwest, a little town of 30,000 peo- 
ple in Missouri, 100 miles south of St. Louis, place called 
Cape Girardeau. And growing up I was like every other kid. 
I wanted to be popular. Sometimes was. Sometimes wasnt. 
But nobody hated me. I had no idea what that was like — 
especially for just telling people what you think 

When you're a teenager and a young adult, youre going to 
have peer pressure, criticisms, and jealousies; everybody 
grows up dealing with that. But when I got the radio pro- 
gram in Sacramento and then, later, in New York, and it 
remains the same to this day, I was orally amazed at how 


much absolute hatred there is for people who stand for 
something, for people who don't waver in their beliets. 
Because you represent a threat. There are so many people 
who see gray areas these days. "I dont know. ۲۱۱ keep an 
open mind about that.” But I see a lot of black and white. 
I'm not afraid to condemn something I think is wrong. I'm 
not afraid to praise something I think is right. And in doing 
so, you infuriate a lot of people. And some of the things that 
have been said about me personally, I must tell you, when it 
first started happening, I was devastated by it. Those things 
had never been said. Nobody who knew me would ever have 
considered any of those things to be true. And yet when 
you're prominent and when you tell people what you think, 
statistically half the people who hear you are going to dis- 
agree with you. If they consider you a threat, then they're 
going to despise you, and they're going to do whatever they 
can to discredit you. 

So the first couple of years it was tough to deal with. Be- 
cause I come from a Midwestern family that loved me every 
day. I got spanked now and then. But I was never considered 
a threat to anybody in any way, shape, matter, or form. And 
the number of people who look at me today as a threat to 
them personally still boggles my mind. I’m a guy behind a 
microphone on the radio in a glass studio. 

People told me: “Hey! This wouldnt be happening if you 
werent effective. You're angering people. Youre making them 
mad. This means you're successful.” But let any of you go 
through your normal day, and try to feel good about the fact 
that half the people who run into you hate your guts. And 
tell yourself that you're successful because of that. Thats 
something I never grew up having to do. It is a very tough 
thing to go home ar the end of the day and say: "Honey, half 
the people who met me today hate my guts, I feel great.” 

It may not be half. It may now be down to 40 percent, as 
we continue to span the universe. Bur the fact of the matter 
is, theres nothing that can prepare you for it. And I think 
the true rest of your mettle is how you do deal with it. 
Basically the short answer is, you cant help but have it affect 
you. But you certainly cannot, if you're worth anything, let it 
change the way you approach things, because all you'll do is 
fuel the critics, give them more energy to keep criticizing 
you even more, and they'll never go away. 

Q: How do you deal with the celebrity, having your name 
synonymous with talk radio, being on front pages of the 
major newspapers? 

Rush: You're not going to believe it, bur | have no sense of 
my celebrity. | do not encourage it. I avoid photographers 
and crowds. I don't seek it. I’m nor energized by it. I think 





that it's risky, because it can be a phony representation of what you are, and 
it can also make you pursue the wrong things. 

۱۱۱ never forget this. Early in my talk radio career, 1988, we got a station 
on the network, a big station. And we didnt have any leverage at the time. 
We were just starting out. So we went to this big station and the program 
director said: “Look, we want you to get in a fight with our afternoon guy." 

| said: ^I dont even know your afternoon guy.” 

“Doesnt matter. Get in a fight with him. It'll get ink in the newspaper." 

"What do you want ink for? Dont you want listeners? 

They believed in contrived rivalries, fake wars with other hosts. It was 
what they considered cross-promouons on stations, and it was dishonest. It 
got you pursuing the wrong things. If what youre after is to see your name 
in the paper — especially in this town — you have to either be liberal and 
be on drugs, go to all the celebrity parties, have a house in the Hamptons 
you cant afford. If] start pursuing that, come get me and put me in a strait- 
jacket, because its entirely the wrong focus. 

I do not contemplate celebrity. | dont allow it to affect me. That would 
be tantamount to saying to myself; “All mght. I've made it, I've arrived. I can 
stop now," instead of treating each day as 
opening night, that I've gor to go out and 
prove myself. 1 think the celebrity and those 
kinds of things are short-lived and shallow. 

Q: Could you talk a little bit about the com- 
mercial nature of your program? Getting 
advertisers, and not accepting advertisers. 
Rush: Our business survives on radio solely by 
the sale of advertising. So we have to have an 
environment that makes advertisers want to be 
part of what we do. And it also has to be an 
environment that works. 

One of the things about talk radio thar I find 
fascinating, and one of the reasons | wanted to 
get into it, is because the bond that you devel- 
op with the audience is unparalleled. Country 
music might come close. But with talk radio, 
the depth of loyalty is incredible. And as such, 
the live read, or the personal endorsement ts a 
fundamental characteristic of my business. So 


I'm always fighting to make sure J dont do things | dont believe in, thar 1 | 


dont do commercials for companies or products | dont really use. And for 
this reason, we dont take every opportunity that comes our way. 

On television and radio I talked about Major Owens, Congressman from 
Brooklyn, who believes that 200 million slaves were thrown overboard on 
the way from Africa to the United States and thar the ecology of the ocean 
was changed so much that sharks still swim the route, hoping for more bod- 
ies. He said this on the floor of the House of Representatives. 

In dealing with this sort of thing, a lot of people think youe making it 
up. ^ [his is just unconscionable!” So some advertisers think ۱۲5 an uncom- 
fortable environment After | mdiculed Major Owens for saying this, he went 
back to the House floor and said, in effect: "I think we ought to have fnan- 
cial disclosure forms for Rush Limbaugh and all talk radio. Find out where 
his funding ts coming from. Find out where his money ts being spent.” 

He obviously thinks the Republican party ts bankrolling us, or that some 
candidate is bankrolling us. The fact of the matter is, we routinely reject 
political advertising. We regularly get calls from issue groups, pro-life 
groups, or other advocacy groups. They'll want to run a spot, with an 800- 
number. And we'll turn them down. We don't want them creating a mailing 
list out of our audience. We dont want commercials where they ask for 
contributions and donations. This ts co protect the integrity and the credi- 
bility of the program. Its a very serious aspect of my business, though | 
dont talk about it on the air very often, because it's not considered to be a 
fascinaung discussion topic, as most details of business aren't. Bur it's a cru- 
cial element to what we do 
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“I'm still amazed, 
as many liberals 
are, at the 
political impact 
of my program. 
the difference is, 
i'm not afraid of 
It, and they are." 





Q: Other people have tried to define your show. How do you define it? 
Rush: When I started it, I just did it. After the program was up and run- 
ning for awhile, the media began to get interested in it. The questions they 
asked were some form of: Do you believe what you say? How would you 
describe yourself? What are you actually trying to do? 

| just do it. If you sit around and think about it, you run a big risk. If 
you eventually figure out what you do, you might become a caricature of 
yourself, trying to be yourself every day, instead of Just being yourself. And 
that’s a key factor, I think, for performers. You've just got to do it, rather 
than try to remember what you've done and imitate that. 

But because I was asked so often, I finally came up with this explanation, 
and | think ics pretty valid. It is the one show, and it might not be any 
longer, but when we first started out, it was the one show that combined 
irreverence and serious discussion in one package. This is what led to confu- 
sion. This is why if you tuned in for five or ten minutes, you may not get it. 
You may be offended by. something that if you heard the context, you 
would totally agree with, Because you never knew when something was 
satire, when, something was parody, when something was serious. Although 
all the satire and parody has a serious political, 
social or cultural point, if you're not aware of 
the context, it can throw you off. 

IF you tuned in "Nightline" one night, and 
before they got to their topic, Koppel did a 
monologue of jokes, youd say: This is not why 
I'm watching this. And if you tuned in Leno or 
Letterman, and before they got to their show, 
they started telling you what they really thought 
abour issues of the day, youd also find yourself 
very uncomfortable. 

My show combines both in the same pack- 

age. That is what most people when they first 
find the program have the toughest time deci- 
phering. Its also what attracts them. 1۲5 intrigu- 
ing, and I think it draws people and holds them. 
Q: As you look at your own history, your 
humor, your ability to look at a particular issue, 
where does the strength of your convictions 
come from? 
Rush; They begin primarily with my father and my whole family. My fami- 
ly's very active politically in Missouri. At my dinner table every night was a 
discussion of these kinds of things. Dad was probably the most intelligent 
person I've ever been around. An incredible, original thinker. And that was 
inspirational and motivational. Not to please him — that wasn’t very possi- 
ble — but just to try to be that way. 

I'm sure you've been watching television or reading something, and 
somebody says something that makes you react: “Gosh! That's exactly what 
| think, but I've never put it that way.” Or they come up with an angle 
you've never thought of before, that you totally agree with. Those are the 
things that light my fire. And those were the things my father was very good 
at. l've tried to emulate that. 

I quit college after one year, because I was so insistent on being a disc 
jockey. | looked at college as something that held me back. It wasn't until I 
went to Pittsburgh and was out of college about a year that something hit 
me, a slap, and I realized I was totally ill-equipped to compete with my 
peers. 1 didn't have anything about me which said: This persons educated. 
Whereas those who had gone to college had a piece of paper that said: This 
persons gone through whatever is necessary to get this piece of paper thar 
says youre educated. 

So I developed a desire to be able to demonstrate everything I know; 1 
can demonstrate it, that would compensate for not having the formal edu- 
cation. lve never forgotten that, and it remains a driving force today; to 


constantly learn — in the process, most of what I learned backed up my 
core convictions, C3 
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۶ ۳۳ he American dream 

| is mot success, 
but freedom," concludes 
Charlton Heston in his 
great new autobiography, 
In The Arena. Precisely. 
Though this idea has been 
bitterly attacked for 
decades by liberals from 
coast tO coast, 1] is irre- 
futable — especially when 
enunciated by a highly suc- 
cessful man and a true 
champion of freedom. It is 
among the prime reasons 
why I count it a privilege to 
call Chuck Heston my 
friend. This is a guy who 
understands the nature of 
freedom, and who passion- 
ately defends it. Is it any wonder Heston 
was the first person I ever interviewed for 
Ihe Limbaugh Letter? 

If you're looking for someone who has 
lived life, fought for liberty, pursued happi- 
ness and found it, get a copy of Charlton 
Hestons book, grab a fine cigar and adult 
beverage, and start reading. You'll find 
engrossing tales of the roles Chuck has 
played — from Moses to Ben Hur to the 
lead in “Planet of the Apes” — and the 
personalities on and behind the silver 
screen. Here are compelling anecdotes that 
illustrate a career devoted to film as great 
storytelling, true entertainment and uplift. 
Heston's life's work has continually af- 
firmed what is good about America, rather 
than debasing the culture in pursuit of 
quick cash and a cable deal. 

But woven throughout is also a very per- 
sonal story of a boy from No Mans Land, 
Michigan (I kid you not), and it is this tale 
I found most memorable. Chucks parents 
and grandparents were divorced. He him- 
self was a shy child — pimply and nerdy, as 
he puts it. He writes about how the mother 
of one of his “leading ladies” in high school 
sent him $10 to take her daughter on a 
date. But he was too shy to call the girl, or 
return the money. So he spent it. Still, 
when he finally asked someone out — his 
first date was a college student named 
Lydia — he did rather well. They just cele- 
braced their 50th wedding anniversary. 
Lydia is often asked if she ever considered 
divorce, even briefly. “Divorce? Never!” she 
always replies, with a stecly look. “Murder, 
yes.” Actually, Chuck writes, “I think that 
defines a successful marriage." 

Chuck was one of the 13 million 


American men who served in the milirary 
during World War II, and he describes the 
preparations for Operation Downfall, the 
American plan to invade Japan and end the 
war. Heston was to be one of the soldiers 
deployed for that operation, which the 
Pentagon estimated would cost "half a mil- 
lion American casualties, a million and a 
half Japanese. The estimates may have been 
low.” But just before the operation began, 
Truman ordered two atomic bombs drop- 
ped on Hiroshima and Nagasaki. The war 
ended two days later. 

“Yeah, I know. Indeed I know,” Chuck 
writes. "The politically correct view is that 
the atomic bombs were inhumane, even a 
shameful atrocity. Never say that to any of 
us who were facing Operation Downfall. 
The two bombs on Hiroshima and 
Nagasaki killed 125,000. Invading Japan 
would've cost millions of lives, most of 
them Japanese." 

Political correctness has never stopped 
Chuck from speaking out. He marched 
with Martin Luther King, Jr. for civil 
rights. He issued blistering attacks against 
Time Warner (even selling off his consid- 
erable Time Warner stock portfolio) when 
rapper Ice-T released an album promoting 
sex with 12-year-old girls and violence 
against cops. And he has sharply criticized 
artists who demand money from the gov- 
ernment for whatever garbage they deem 
worthy of a federal grant (though he has 
been a longtime advocate of federal fund- 
ing for the arts, one of the few points 
about which we disagree). 

Chuck is also a passionate defender of the 
Second Amendment right to bear arms, and 
is a promoter of the National Rifle Associa- 
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tion. It has brought him 
much grief from his liberal 
colleagues, as well as tales of 
Hollywood hypocrisy, 
"Steven Spielberg” — sur- 
prise, surprise! — “has one 
of the finest gun collections 
in California, but never 
refers to it, and never shoots 
publicly,” he writes. “Can 
you imagine the most 
famous filmmaker in town 
worried about his reputa- 
uon?” Indeed. 

During the 1992 riors in 
Los Angeles, Chuck writes, 
he got several calls from 
“antigun friends in clear 
conflict.” He recounts one 
rather humorous exchange. 
"Umm, Chuck, you have quite a few ... 


(A 


ah, guns, dont you?" 
"Yes, I do." 
“Shotguns and ... like that?” 
"Indeed." 


"Could you lend me one for a day or so? 
I tried to buy one, but they have this 
waiting period..." 

"Yeah, I know; [ remember you voted 

for that." 

What many people don't know is that 
Chuck Heston — in addition to being a 
world-class actor, a friend of men like 
Ronald Reagan and George Bush, a man 
who campaigned for 24 Republicans in 
1994, and a man considers himself "a foot 
soldier in the revolution" — was once a 
Democrat. Who was once urged by Demo- 
crats to run for Senate as a Democrat (and 
briefly considered saying yes.) 

But this autobiography is not at its core a 
political book. It is rather an American suc- 
cess story about a boy who grows up to be 
Moses; a creative genius making it big in a 
country free enough for people to pursue 
their dreams; a loving husband and father 
whose son is now a film director himself; a 
thoughtful man who made a political jour- 
ney from liberal Democrat to conservative 
Republican. 

Sull, Chuck Heston has an unmistakable 
point to make, which is to some the most 
outrageous and horrible thing someone can 
say: "The creation of the United States is 
the greatest single political act in the histo- 
ry of mankind.” Amen. It’s not something 
you hear from Hollywood much these 
days. But it’s this kind of candor and con- 
viction that will keep Charlton Heston in 
the arena for a long time to come, m 
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Many people say I need to be balanced with equal time. Not so — | AM... 


EC 


A sampling of my genius, to be widely quoted and disseminated 


FISH STORY 

Everyone knows that Indians — I mean, 
Native Americans — loved to fish. That’s 
right, those most “at one” with the earth, wind 
and water, the spirit of the forest and all living 
creatures, had no philosophical problem with 
spearing trout. Well, today's animal rights 
kooks have a huge problem with it. 
They want to spare the creatures 
from agonizing deaths. You read 
right. They want to ban fishing, 
which they say is cruel and immoral. 

The Wall Street Journal reports that 
hsh-rights activists from the People 
tor the Ethical Treatment of Animals, 
PETA, are showing up at rivers and 
throwing rocks to scare fish away 
from fishermen. Others go to piers 
with signs saying: “Get hooked on 
compassion, not fishing.” Groups 
like the Crustacean Liberation Front 
— I kid you not — are protesting at 
seafood restaurants to shame the eat- 
ing class. Recently PETA even pro- 
claimed National Fish Amnesty Day. 


ADVICE FOR DEMOCRATS 

Among other Democrats, Charles Wilson 
of Texas, known to many as "Good-time 
Charlie," is saying goodbye. *No mas." 
Alluding to his well-earned reputation as a 
Washington party animal with a fondness for 
women, he admitted that at times he has been 
a “reckless and rowdy public servant.” Bur, he 
said, "its time to give someone else a chance.” 

Another Democrat in Congress who bit it 
— 50 to speak — is Gerry Studds, censured 
in 1983 for having sex with a young man 
who served as a congressional page. As he 
announced his retirement, he said the Re- 
publican program left him feeling “some- 
where between incredulous and nauseous." A 
feeling many of his constituents know well. 
Studds also said that while he had no plans 
for another career, “the possibilities are end- 
less." He's asking us to swallow a lot, folks. 

So here's the problem for Democrats. With 
the fun guys leaving, and the brains of the 
party long since departed, where will they 





ual Time 


But, alas, I bear bad news for the fishies. 
Americas 54 million fishermen are undeterred. 
Even after hearing PETA activists ask if theyd 
sink a hook in their house cat, leave it flopping 
on the deck gasping for air, or boil it alive — 
fishermen sull engage in their horrid behavior. 
Must be Republicans. 





find replacements? I can help. 

In Olympia, Washington, there is some- 
one who sounds like the perfect guy to lead 
the Democrats into the next century. His 
name is Prophet Atlantis — described by 
The Olympian as a “psychic schizophrenic” 
and he just wasted his time running for 
(and losing) a non-partisan position as a 
city councilman ... but what a great 
Democrat leader he would be! The newspa- 
per profile of Prophet Atlantis lists his 
occupation as a “caring, healing counselor 
and futurist.” His agenda is ... well, unique. 
He wants to decriminalize illegal drugs, 
build more parks and bicycle lock-ups, 
and move the homeless into mobile homes. 
Rest assured, Prophet Atlantis will deal with 
entitlements compassionately, because 
he collects Social Security due to a mental 
health disability. So Dick Gephardt and 
Tom Daschle: the cavalry is coming to save 
your party ... if you can recognize a New 
Democrat when you see one. 
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NEWSDIVE 

In the last six months, circula- 
tion fell at seven of the ten biggest 
daily papers. Among the losers, 
the high-and-mighty New York 
Times, The Washington Post, The 
Boston Globe, The Los Angeles 
Times and The San Francisco 
Chronicle, The reason, according 
to industry analysts and wishful 
thinkers, is the rising price of 
newsprint, which accounts for 
roughly 20 percent of the publish- 
ers costs. The cost of everything 
connected with trees has skyrock- 
eted, as spotted owls and endan- 
gered slugs have been put at the 
top of the priority list. 

Conservatives like me who 
want to sce environmental regula- 
tions made sensible are often cas- 
tigated in the pages of these same 
newspapers. But partly to blame 
for the decline of liberal newspa- 
pers is the environmentalist wacko 
movement, tree-hugger division. 
Yet liberals love 'em. That, my 
friends, is irony with a capital “I” 
and news that’s truly fit to print. 


FREE MARKET 1, LIBERALS O 

When the Clintons were trying 
to take over health care, they 
argued that too many American 
doctors were specialists. Mrs. 
Clinton railed against these doc- 
tors, who she accused of being 
greedy. She wanted the govern- 
ment to determine the number of 
doctors who could specialize. The 
others would have to become gen- 
eral practitioners, 

The New York Times, in a 
recent front page-story, examined 
à transformation occurring in 
medical schools. Three years ago, 
roughly 15 percent of seniors 
wanted to become general practi- 
tioners, Today, close to 28 percent 
Want a career in general practice. 
۸ dramatic turnaround that has 
the experts flummoxed. You know 
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what accounted for this change? 
The students themselves. They 
saw that specialty areas were 
crowded, so large numbers of 
them decided to go into general 
practice. They made this choice 
entirely on their own, without 
government "guidance." They 
want to be successful, they want 
to have good careers ... and they 
are capable of making intelligent 
decisions. So a problem that 
Hillary and Bill thought could 
only be solved with a Big Govern- 
ment takeover is being solved by 
two things liberals have no faith 
in. The free market and individ- 
ual initiative. ۸ beautiful thing. 


OF SNACKS AND BULLIES 

The National Center for 
Health Statistics recently released 
a survey indicating that almost 5 
million American yewts ages 6 to 
17 are overweight. Besides 
munching on too much high- 
calorie food, kids are watching too 
much TV. Obviously this is a 
bogus. The Republicans already 
starved America’s children. 

Second item. A researcher from 
Norways University of Bergen has 
spent 20 years studying bullies. 
His conclusion will upset liberals, 
who believe that underneath it all, 
bullies are actually nice, insecure 
kids working out their aggres- 
sions. Research says: that's bull. 
Underneath it all, bullies are ... 
mean. That's it. Period. This 
notion that bullies suffer from a 
lack of "self-esteem" is just an 
attempt to make them appear 
more humane. Which they are 
not. And, according to the re- 
search, New Age ideas like "con- 
flict resolution" and "peer media- 
tion" to deal with bullies dont 
work. They give the bully precise- 
ly what he wants: more attention. 
Research indicates that to stop 
bullies, adults should act decisive- 
ly when they see one picking on a 
weaker child. 

So at last we've found the "root 
cause" for horrible behavior. 
Believe it or not, folks, some 
youngsters are just plain nasty. 
And if they get away with it, they 
grow up to be nasty adults ... 
who lie about Republicans starv- 
ing children, killing old people, 
and poisoning the earth. 


SHAZAAM! 

While campaigning at a fund-raiser in 
Houston, President Clinton said he knew a lot 
of people were still mad about his 1993 budget 
because they think he raised their taxes too 
much. "It might surprise you to know that I 
think I raised them too much, too," said Char- 
min Billy. But what he said next was even more 
peculiar. He blamed Republicans. Clinton said 
he was in Washington only a week when 
Republicans told him they would not vote for 
his budget — so he was forced to raise taxes to 
cure the economy. SEE? If you're trying to fol- 
low his logic — dont. 

This fairy tale hasnt gone over as well as some 
of the Presidents other fairy tales. The White 
House sent its poster-boy, George Stephano- 
poulos, out to clear the air. “The president has 


absolutely no regrets” about the budget, accord- 
ing to Boy George, and “he didnt mean to leave 
that impression.” So ... the natural question that 
follows is: What did he mean?” His answer now: 
he didnt mean any of it. He was just tired. “My 
mother once said I shouldn't give a talk after 7 
o'clock if I’m tired and she sure was right!” 
Shazaam! I should have listened to Mama! 

So all over the nation journalists ask, “Whar 
does he stand for?” and, “Can you believe what 
he says?” and, “If he says something today, will it 
change by tomorrow?” To these journalists I 
would like to say two words: “You're late.” Two 
more words. “Very late.” Where have you been, 
lo these many years? And why is it that when 
you ask these questions — nobody calls you left- 
wing extremists, or claims you're trying to 
destroy the Presidency? Hmmm? 


PRISON RIGHTS 

Oh, no! The same bunch that supposedly 
wants to starve your kids — the Republicans 
— now have got it in for convicted criminals. 

That's right. Republicans in both Houses 
passed bills which will make life in the Big 
House harder for convicts. Prisoners will be 
charged fees for filing lawsuits, and those who 
file frivolous suits will have good behavior 
credits taken away. Fee caps will be imposed on 
attorneys representing some of these creeps. 

. Heres just a few of the cases that could be 
affected — just in California. Which, as you 
know, has a legal system unto itself. One Cali- 
fornia inmate who claimed he had a "right" to 


practice martial arts in jail, filed a lawsuit that 
cost the state $28,000 to settle. Another suit 


CLEAN YOUR PLATES! 

" Kids are getting screwed in these bud- 
gets, said Leon Panetta recently, returning 
to the tried-and-true theme that Republicans 
want to starve kids. 

I'm way past tired of dealing with these 
lies. Now I have a recent memo from the 
Administrator of Nutrition Services for Ne- 
braskas schools, written to all Authorized 
Representatives of the School Nutrition 
Programs. Apparently, many Nebraska kids 
are complaining that teachers and school 
aides actually make them eat the 
government-provided lunches. The 
memo reminds teachers that they 
are nor to tell kids to taste the food, 
eat the food, or clean their plates. 
It's coo stressful. “We have reports," 
says the-memo, "of some children 
bringing lunch from home rather 
than purchasing school luneh-and 


being forced to eat the entire meal. GOVERNMENT LUNCH LUNCH FROM Home 





was brought by a guy charging the state with 
“cruel and unusual punishment” because he 
got the runs after eating prison chili. Another 
criminal sued claiming he was not properly 
nourished by the state, because the cookie that 
came with his meal was broken. Thar one cost 
$4,500 to resolve. I’m not making this stuff up. 
My favorite is a lawsuic that cost over $150,000 
to settle: The inmate claimed his rights were 
violated because he didn't get 5 free stamped 
envelopes from prison officials. 

Prison rights advocates are outraged at Re- 
publicans. They accuse them of gutting the 
prisoners ability to protect their “civil rights.” 
Sorry, guys — you're going to have to take a 
number and wait in line. Right behind the 
starving kids. 


Most schools cannot afford practices that 
lower lunch participation.” In other words, 
folks, don't make the kids eat the stuff ... 
they'll start bringing food from home! We 
cant have that. 

Reforming this mess has never been 
about nutrition, food or starving kids. It's 
about money and political power. And if 
anybody is being screwed under the present 
system, it's not the kids. Leon Panetta and 
his fellow Democrats want to keep screwing 
you, the taxpayer. 
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" This budget will mean dirtier water, 
more smog, more illness and a 
diminished quality of life.” 

— BILL CLINTON, ON THE GOP BUDGET, AP 
But when I sign it... TI tell you 
whats really good about it. 


“The American people now are seeing 
the extreme, extreme nature of the 
Republican plans for this country, the 
extreme Republican budget, the extreme 
cuts in Medicare, the extreme cuts in 
Medicaid ... to pay for tax breaks for 
the wealthiest Americans." 

— Rep, Dick GEPHARDT (D, MO), House 
MINORITY LEADER, AP 
This guy is in extreme need of a 
new vocabulary. 


"By comparison, it makes ‘Rosemary's 
Baby' look like a dream child." 
— SEN. J. JAMES Exon (D, NE), ON THE GOP 
BUDGET, QUOTED IN THE WASHINGTON POST 
More pea soup from the left. 


I'm not going to sign a budget that 
I know will put people out of nursing 
homes or deprive people of the chance 
to go to college or children the chance 

to be in Head Start or compromise 
the environment." 
— BILL CLINTON, ON REPUBLICAN 
BUDGET PLANS, AP 
No ones asking you to, sir 


"The G.O.P. used to stand for 
‘Grand Old Party.’ Now it stands for 
‘Get Old People.” 

— Rep. ED MARKEY, ON CNN's 
“INSIDE POLITICS WEEKEND" 


Dem" used to stand for Democratic Party; 


now it stands for "Demagogues R Us.” 





"If you must drink and drive, try to do it 
when Phil Gramm is crossing the street." 
— AFL-CIÓ NEWSLETTER, DISTRIBUTED AT THE 
RECENT AFL-CIO CONVENTION, AP 
For true compassion — 


look for the union label! 


- [He's] trying to bargain with the devil — 
one might call him the devil, Newt 
Gingrich — and trying to be a player at 
the Republican table." 

— RALPH NADER, CRITICIZING REP. RON WYDEN 
(D, OR), ON KXYQ RADIO IN PORTLAND, OR 
Archangel Ralph, patron saint of the holier- 


than-thou crowd 


“I dont think it’s gonna be hard ... every 
aspect of American life is better today than 
when the president took office." 

— JAMES CARVILLE, ON CLINTON'S RE-ELECTION 
CAMPAIGN, ON NBC's “TODAY” 

Except maybe Democrats ability 
to tell the truth. 


“You go to the back of the bus.” 

— RADIO AD FOR DICK MOLPUs, DEMOCRAT 
CANDIDATE FOR MISSISSIPPI GOVERNOR, CLAIMING 
THIS I$ WHAT THE RE-ELECTION OF KIRK FORDICE, 

REPUBLICAN, WOULD MEAN TO BLACK VOTERS, 
AP FORDICE WAS RE-ELECTED. 
Has Johnnie Cochran been 


moonlighting in Mississippi? 


“He does not believe he said that.” 

— MIKE McCurry, WHITE HOUSE SPOKESMAN, 
ON COLUMNIST BEN WATTENBERG'S REPORT OF 
A PHONE CALL FROM BILL CLINTON, IN WHICH 

WATTENBERG SAID CLINTON ADMITTED HE 

"CHANGED PHILOSOPHICALLY" IN ORDER TO 

SCORE LEGISLATIVE WINS IN CONGRESS, AP 
Unfortunately for you, Mr. McCurry, every- 


one else in the world does believe he said that. 


U otes BEFoIES a make this stuff 





Ross Perot 
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Dan Rather 


“His [Clinton's] recollection of the parts 
of the conversation are different from 
those as reported by Mr. Wattenberg.” 

— Mike McCurry, UPI 
Quick: whose “recollection” do you believe? 


"He has to hoist his own flag and say 
this is who I am and what I stand for. 
That is his big challenge." 

— AL FROM, CHAIRMAN OF THE 
DEMOCRATIC LEADERSHIP COUNCIL, 
QUOTED IN THE WALL STREET JOURNAL 
This President is known for hoisting only one 
thing ... and its not his flag. 


“In the ideological and often mindless 
politics we seem to be consumed with 
today, I have come to feel that I can no 
longer make the kind of meaningful and 
useful contribution that is required of 
a responsible legislator,” 
— Rep. ANTHONY BEILENSON (D, CA), ANNOUN- 
CING HIS RETIREMENT AFTER TEN TERMS, AP 
Translation: “My partys going down the 
tubes, so 1 quit.” 


“If we only had a president.” 

— UNNAMED “LIBERAL DEMOCRATIC HOUSE 
MEMBER,” SIGHING, QUOTED BY COLUMNIST 
MARY MCGRORY, WHO WRITES THAT “A GROWING 
NUMBER OF DEMOCRATS IN BOTH HOUSES FEEL 
THAT WAY,” IN THE WASHINGTON PosT 
If I only had a brain” — the scarecrow in 


“The Wizard of Oz. " 


"Clinton stands for nothing!" 
— UNNAMED HOUSE DEMOCRAT, SHOUTING, 
AT THE HOUSE DEMOCRATIC WHIP MEETING, 
AFTER CLINTON'S ADMISSION THAT HE RAISED 
TAXES TOO MUCH,” QUOTED IN 
THE WALL STREET JOURNAL 
Where have you heard this before? Hmmm? 
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Marian Wright Edelman 


"[In politics,] people get promoted by 
their acting ability. Its a combination of 
magic acts and illusions ... [American vot- 
ers have] the most easily manipulated 
minds in the world." 

— Ross PEROT, LECTURING UNIVERSITY 
OF MISSOURI POLITICAL SCIENCE STUDENTS, 
WHO GAVE HIM THE HONORARY TITLE: 
PROFESSOR FOR THE Day, AP 
Well, maybe 19 percent of them do. 


“Triangulation allows the President 
to transcend partisan politics. He has 
levitated above 1t." 

— "UNIDENTIFIED OFFICIAL," QUOTED IN 
THE NEW YORKER 
At this rate, hes gonna levitate himself 
right back to Little Rock. 


“We know what triangulation means. It 
means he's running his own campaign.” 
— Rep LOUISE SLAUGHTER (D, NY), AP 
No kidding! 


“When [Clinton] triangulates, he strangu- 
lates the Democrats in Congress. In his 
heart, that’s not what Clinton wants.” 

— SEN. Bos Kerrey (D, NE), QUOTED IN 
U.S. News & WORLD REPORT 
Yes, it 15 


"Where the president is remains to be 
determined, We're waiting to learn." 
— Rep. JOHN BRYANT (D, TX), AP 
And waiting ... and waiting. 


“We're doing great. That's our spin and 
we're sticking with it." 

— Rep STENY Hoyer (D, MD), AFTER A 
MEETING WITH LEON PANETTA, AP 
And the Titanic was indestructible. 
Remember? 


1 Ralph Nader 
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“It was as if the President's evil 
twin reappeared.” | 
— DEMOCRATIC STRATEGIST ALAN SECREST, 
AFTER CLINTON'S ADMISSION THAT HE 
RAISED TAXES “TOO MUCH,” QUOTED 
IN THE WALL STREET JOURNAL 
Is he running for re-election, too? 


“Oh, my.” 

— Ex-REP. MARJORIE MARGOLIES-MEZVINSKY (D, 
PA), WHO CAST THE DECIDING VOTE IN '93 FOR 
THE CLINTON BUDGET UNDER HEAVY WHITE 
HOUSE PRESSURE, ONLY TO LOSE HER SEAT IN THE 
'94 ELECTION, UPON HEARING CLINTON'S 
“RECANTING THE TAX HIKE, QUOTED IN 
THE WALL STREET JOURNAL 
He feels your pain, Marjorie 


“IF I said anything which implies that I 
think that we didnt do what we should 
have done given the choices we faced at the 
time, I shouldn't have said that.” 

— BILL CLINTON, AT A WHITE HOUSE PRESS 
CONFERENCE, ATTEMPTING TO TAKE BACK HIS 
“I RAISED TAXES TOO MUCH” STATEMENT, 
QUOTED IN THE HOTLINE 
Sounds like a pretty good motto for 


this guy, if you ask me. 


“My mother once said I shouldn't give 
a talk after 7 o'clock if I'm tired — 
and she sure was right." 

— BiLL CLINTON, TRYING TO TAKE BACK HIS 
"I RAISED TAXES TOO MUCH" STATEMENT, 
QUOTED IN THE HOTLINE 
What time was it when he said this? 


“We can't define ourselves as the party 
of government.” 
— ANN LEWIS, CLINTON CAMPAIGN ADVISER, 
QUOTED IN U.S. News & WORLD REPORT 
Youre about 40 years too late. 





Dick Gephardt 


LOL DTOM ۷ 





Bill Clinton 


"I'm not ready to talk about it yet. I dont 
want to raise a lot of false hopes." 
— BILL CLINTON, CLAIMING HE IS WORKING 
ON A PLAN TO COMBAT RACISM, DURING AN 
INTERVIEW WITH AN ASSOCIATION OF BLACK 
COLUMNISTS AND EDITORIAL WRITERS, AP 
The President has a secret plan to cure racism! 


"[Democrats] ought to show an 
elderly person in a hospital, bell-ringing 
for a nurse who doesnt show up. 5 

where the cuts are going to be." 

— ELEANOR CLIFT, ON COMBATTING GOP 
MEDICARE "CUTS," IN NEWSWEEK 
Eleanor Rodham Clift, bell-ringing 
for the Democrats. 


“There's no doubt that Medicare 
spending will be cut. The question is 
how much and for how many." 


— DAN RATHER, CBS NEWS, QUOTED IN INSIGHT 


No, the question is how long until you 
understand that a 6 percent increase per. 
year 15 not a cut. 


"It would be a great moral and practical 
wrong for you to sign any welfare ‘reform 
bill that will push millions of already poor 
children and families deeper into poverty." 

— MARIAN WRIGHT EDELMAN, CHILDREN’S 

DEFENSE FUND PRESIDENT, IN AN OPEN LETTER 

TO BILL CLINTON, AP 

Does it never occur to these people that if 

there are millions of already poor children 
and families, perhaps the current approach is 

an abysmal failure? 


“I think he has come to trust his 
own instincts more.” 
— JAMES CARVILLE, ON PRESIDENT CLINTON, 
QUOTED IN THE WALL STREET JOURNAL. 
As long as its before 7 p.m. 
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Let Me Remind You 





From the Memory division of The Limbaugh Institute 


CLINTON vs. CLINTON 


'93 TAXES,” THE WASHINGTON Post, Oct. 19, 1995 | ON "CHANGE" 


ON TAXES 
e “I know this economic plan is ambitious, 
but I honestly believe it is necessary for 
the continued greatness of the United 
States, And 1 think it is paid for fairly, first 
by cutting Government, then by asking 
more Americans to contribute today so 
that all of us can prosper tomorrow." — 
PRESIDENT CLINTON, TO JOINT SESSION OF 
CONGRESS, FEB. 17, 1993 
* The naysayers can always call any new 
responsibility that anybody assumes that 
they are not assuming now a tax." — 
PRESIDENT CLINTON, QUOTED IN THE WASH- 
INGTON TIMES, MAY 11, 1993 
e “I know this thing is a turkey.” 
— PRESIDENT CLINTON TO HIS 
ADVISERS, DESCRIBING HIS FIRST 
BUDGET, WHICH INCLUDED A $265 
BILLION TAX INCREASE, QUOTED IN 
THE AGENDA, BY BOB WOODWARD 
۰ “What we had to do was to 
work through our budget 
and figure out how to cut 
the deficit by $500 billion 
with Democratic votes only 
... Which meant, compared 
to what I wished, there was 
a little more tax on upper- 
income people, and a little 
less cuts than I wanted." — 
PRESIDENT CLINTON, QUOTED IN 
CONGRESS DAILY, Ocr. 12, 1995 
* Probably there are people in 
this room still mad at me at 
that budget because you 
think I raised your taxes too much. It 
might surprise you that I think I raised 
them too much, too." — PRESIDENT 
CLINTON, TO DEMOCRATIC DONORS IN HOUS- 
TON, TX, Ocr. 17, 1995 
* “The budget Clinton sent to Congress ... 
originally called for more taxes, $359 bil- 
lion, than the $258 billion increase he 
eventually signed after the budget passed 
with no Republican votes. The pressure 
for changes in Clinton's plan came mostly 
from conservative Democrats. Rep. 
Charles W. Stenholm (D, TX) led a group 
pushing for steeper spending cuts, while 
Sen. David L. Boren (D, OK) rallied 
other oil-state legislators to defeat an ener- 
gy tax known as the BTU tax. Clinton 
mentioned none of this wrangling in his 
remarks at a $1,000 per-person fund-rais- 
er at the Houston Galleria Tuesday." — 
JOHN F. HARRIS, "PRESIDENT CHANGES MIND ON 





| 
| 


* Clinton said if anyone interpreted his 
comments to imply the economic package 
was nor the right one, ‘then I shouldn't have 
said that.’ The 1993 package, he said, ‘did 
the right thing for America’ and ‘I’m proud 
of the people who voted for it.” — ANN 
DEVROY, "IN BID TO SOOTHE PARTY COLLEAGUES, 
CLINTON RETREATS FROM TAX COMMENTS," IN 
THE WASHINGTON Post, OcT. 20, 1995 


ON THE BUDGET 

* “I think most of us learned some time ago 
that if you dont like the President's posi- 
tion on a particular issue, you simply need 


TERES 
THING 


jf 


to wait a few weeks. If you can follow this 
White House on the budget, you are a 
whole lot smarter than I am." — Rer. Davin 
OBEY (D, WI), QUOTED IN THE New YORK TIMES. 
JUNE 14, 1995 

* "Liberal Democrats and spokesmen for 
core Democratic constituency groups were 
furious. "There wasn't much loyalty to the 
president to begin with up here,’ one 
senior House Democrat told me, 'but I've 
never heard as much public criticism of 
him as there's been in the last 24 years.” 
— DAVID BRODER, AFTER PRESIDENT CLINTON 
PRESENTED HIS OUTLINE TO BALANCE THE BUD- 
GET IN TEN YEARS, IN THE WASHINGTON POST, 
JUNE 18, 1995 

* "Well, I think we could reach it in seven 
years. | think we could reach it in 
eight years. I think we could reach it 
In nine years." — PRESIDENT CLINTON, WHITE 
HOUSE PRESS CONFERENCE, OcT 19, 1995 


[| 


: WHAT AMI SAYING?! 


No SUCH 
YOUR HI و‎ 





e “Now that we've changed the world, it’s 
time to change America,” — cANDIDATE 
CLINTON, 1992 DEMOCRATIC CONVENTION, 
QUOTED IN JHE WASHINGTON POST, JULY 17, 1992 

* "My job is to be a change agent.” — Presi- 
DENT CLINTON IN AN INTERVIEW WITH THE 
WASHINGTON PosT, May 14, 1993 

* “In 1992, the American people demanded 
that we change. A year ago, I asked all of 
you to join me in accepting responsibility 
for the future of our country. Well, we 
did.” — PRESIDENT CLINTON, 1994 STATE OF THE 
UNION ADDRESS, QUOTED IN THE NEW YORK 
TIMES, JAN 26, 1994 

* “If we agree on nothing else 
tonight, we must agree that 
the American people certainly 
voted for change in 1992 and 
in 1994.” — PRESIDENT CLIN- 
TON, 1995 STATE OF THE UNION 
ADDRESS, QUOTED IN THE WASH- 
INGTON POST, JAN. 25, 1995 

| ® "I was not elected to produce 
a pile of vetoes.” — PRESIDENT 
CLINTON, IN PRESS CONFERENCE, 
APRIL 18, 1995 

* CLINTON TO ISSUE FIRST 
VETO OVER HOUSE-SENATE 
SPENDING CUTS” — AP, May 
1751995 

* CLINTON THREATENS VETO 
OF GOP FOREIGN POLICY 
BILL" — AP, May 23, 1995 

* "CLINTON, PLEDGING VETO, 
ASSAILS GOP REWRITE OF 
CLEAN WATER ACT" — AP, Mav 30, 1995 

* "President Clinton warned Republicans 
Wednesday to compromise with him on 
balancing the budget or risk an autumn 
veto battle.” — an, JUNE 28, 1995 

* "In the latest flareup in his yearlong battle 
with Republicans over how to balance the 
budget, he reiterated his vow to veto the 
underlying legislation." — AP, Jui 28, 1995 

* "PRESIDENT CLINTON THREATENS TO 
VETO HOUSE TELECOM BILL” — AP, Jut 
31, 1995 

* “Warming to the fight, President Clinton 
flung out multiple veto threats." — AP 
AUG, |, 1995 

* GOP MEDICARE PLAN Draws CLINTON 
VETO THREAT” — AP, 5۲۳۲ 15, 1995 

* "President Clinton vetoed the legislative 
branch budget Tuesday and told lawmak- 
ers he wouldn't budge until they make 
concessions.” — AP Ocr. 3, 1995 a 
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Congress News 





| Holding Their Feet to the Fire 











DEMOCRATS vs. CLINTON 


Y ou wont read this anywhere else, but 
we are witnessing the dramatic disinte- 
gration of the Democratic party, with bitter 
internecine warfare — and even the political 
equivalent of mutiny. We've talked about the 
Democrats who've become Republicans (149 
so far at the local, state, and national level) 
and those who've refused to run again in 
1996 (16 so far in the House and 8 in the 
Senate), But the most remarkable — and vir- 
tually unreported — political story this year 
is that Democrats are attacking President 
Clinton and consistently voting against him. 
Last May, for example, the Senate voted 
down President Clinton's initial unbalanced 
budget — 99 to 0. That's zero, zip, nada, 
nothing. Including zero Democrat votes. 
Democrats later refused to even submit 
Clinton's second unbalanced budget for a vote. 
Next, the Senate's balanced budget resolu- 
tion received unanimous GOP support, as 
expected. Not expected were “yes” votes from 
three key Democrats: Bob Kerrey of 
Nebraska, chairman of the Democratic 
Senatorial Committee; Sam Nunn of 
Georgia, ranking minority member of the 


Senate Armed Services Committee; and - 


Chuck Robb of Virginia, LBJ's son-in-law. 

While the media reports Democrat attacks 
on Republicans, it pays somewhat less atten- 
tion to repeated Democrat votes against the 
President. House Democrats, for example, 
joined Republicans in voicing their over- 
whelming opposition — 315 to 103 — to 
the President sending U.S. soldiers to Bosnia 
without Congressional oversight and 
approval. And many Democratic Senators, 
principally Sam Nunn, agreed with the spirit 
of the House resolution. "Its unthinkable — 
virtually unthinkable — for the President to 
commit American military forces even as part 
of a NATO alliance force if the Congress has 
clearly disapproved that action,” said Nunn. 
Clinton appeared to pay little attention. 

Later, 73 House Democrats joined Re- 
publicans in another overwhelming vote — 
288 to 139 — in favor of banning “partial- 
birth” abortions. Senate Minority Leader 
Daschle, sensing the politics involved, imme- 
diately told reporters: “I suspect there is a 
significant degree of support for it here, too,” 
Clinton, however, despite having cam- 
paigned on the premise that abortions 
should be “safe, legal and rare,” said he 
would veto the bill if it got to his desk. 

In September, while the President attacked 
Republicans as cruel to the poor, elderly and 


children, the Senate passed a welfare bill end- 
ing the federal entitlement to welfare by a 
vote of 87 to 12. Voting “yes”: Christopher 
Dodd, the co-chairman of the Democratic 
National Committee; Tom Daschle of South 
Dakota, Senate Minority Leader; Barbara 
Boxer and Dianne Feinstein (California's 
Thelma and Louise); and Tom Harkin, the 
ultra-liberal from lowa, just to name a few. 
Only 11 Senate Democrats and one Repub- 
lican voted against the bill. 

In November, Clinton admitted to Dem- 
ocrat columnist Ben Wattenberg that he 
"wasnt pleased” with his own welfare plan 
because it was “soft and weak.” So Clinton 
pledged to sign the : 
Republican bill once it 
got to his desk. 

Until Sen. Pat Moyni- 
han (D, NY) and Hillary 
pal Marian Wright Edel- 
man, president of the 
Children’s Defense Fund, 
went on the warpath. 
Moynihan said Repub- 
licans and the President 
tisked “bartering the lives 
of babes.” Edelman wrote 
an open letter to the 
President in The Washing- 
ton Post calling for a veto: 
“Both the Senate and the 
House welfare bills are 
morally and practically 
indefensible ... Do you 
think the Old Testament 
prophets Isaiah, Micah and Amos — or Jesus 
Christ — would support such policies?” 

By the next day, The Post reported that 
President Clinton had privately told acquain- 
tances he was “rethinking” his position 
because he was taking “huge heat” from lib- 
erals to reverse course and veto the GOP wel- 
fare reform package. That, in turn, led con- 
servative Democrats to apply pressure on 
Clinton to keep his word. 

Folks, the bottom line is that the Presi- 
dent's triangulated distancing of himself 
from the Democratic Party is making Con- 
gressional Democrats furious. "My inclin- 
ation is to tell the Administration to take a 
flying leap," says Sen. Patrick Leahy (D, 
VT). Clinton should "demonstrate some 
strength and conviction" for a change, snaps 
Sen. Paul Wellstone (D, MN). 

"Several months ago, he came our with his 
own budget and Medicare cuts, and we didnt 
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have a clue he was going to do it," says Rep. 
Louise Slaughter (D, NY). "He made it clear 
he wants to run on his own without us." Rep. 
David Obey (D, WI) is advising colleagues to 
operate on the assumption that the President 
would abandon Democrats at every turn. 

When Clinton admitted he had raised 
taxes too much, Democrats went ballistic. 
"Maybe this is part of a triangulation strategy 
that we hear about a lot,” Kerrey said. “Bur ... 
it is strangulating the confidence that we 
have in Congress that whatever it is we do 
is going to continue ro enjoy the support 
of the President." 

That was mild compared to how Kerrey 
felt when he first heard 
the President's remarks. 
“I actually had a very 
harsh speech that I had 
written, and, fortunately, 
I think, both for myself 
and the President, there 
was not time to get to 
the floor to give it. I have 
calmed down a bit since 
then." Kerrey, you may 
recall, cast the deciding 
vote in favor of the $265 
billion Clinton tax in- 
crease, the largest in 
American history. 

Asked if he and other 
Democrats were as "furi- 
ous” as Kerrey, Daschle 
told reporters: “Thats an 
accurate description, 
Says Pat Moynihan: “You cant imagine how 
seething our people are [at Clinton], You 
know, we lost the Senate for good, and we 
did the right thing, we think. The Dem- 
ocratic Party may go the way of the Whigs 
because we did the right thing.” The New 
York Times reported that “a congressman 
who had dinner this week with Thomas S. 
Foley, the former Democratic speaker of the 
House, said that Foley was close to tears 
when he talked about Clinton's remarks in 
Houston. Foley led the battle for the Clinton 
budget two years ago." And Foley was sent 
packing by his constituents. 

My friends, don't be distracted by the 
Democrats’ anti-Republican hate speech. 
The truth is: the Democrats are also busy 
attacking each other and, on a regular basis, 


siding with Republicans against the 


President. Look for more of the same in 
1996 ... and enjoy the heck out of it. a 
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racist, sexist, and oppressive (which is why they thrill to 
hear America impugned and find genuine explicit patriotism 
repugnant). Liberals believe America is full of stupid 
people. Liberals are convinced that conservative ideas have no 
merit and are dismissable. 
In all these errors are 
fatal weaknesses. 

The only similar con- 
test I can think of is 
Ronald Reagan vs. the 
Evil Empire. What 
Ronald Reagan knew, 
and what is first required 
for us, is to understand 
the power of the truth. 
Those who would keep 
people in bondage 
through the power — or 
the “benevolence” — of 
the state cannot with- 
stand the potent, cleans- 
ing light of truth. Re- 
member this when it 
seems as if the lies of the 
left are taking hold; remember this when it appears that 
their deceptions are swaying the electorate. Remember that 
the truth is stronger. 

Liberals can call Republicans “extremists” for wanting to 
balance the budget. Democrats can use the word “extreme” 
as a bartering ram all they like; the truth is, the word 
attaches to them. The truth is, the horrifying social prob- 
lems created by liberal policies are extreme. The fiscal and 
cultural results of a $5 trillion transfer of wealth are 
extreme. Taking 40 percent of Americans’ earnings is 
extreme; it is obscene. Giving condoms to schoolchildren is 


The clearest sign that Republican 
10888 are about to make a genuine 
Impact on the day-to-day life of 


citizens, is the violent language 

pouring out of the liberal camp. 

And the left, despite all you hear 
and read, is in retreat. 





extreme. Telling American children, in the most prosperous 
and opportunity-filled country the world has ever known, 
that there is no hope for them, that the deck ts stacked 
against them, is extreme; a poisonous lie. The heartbreak- 
ing human debris created by the welfare state is extreme. 
The crime, the illegitimacy, the family breakup — the lega- 
cy of liberalism — 1s extreme. 

In the midst of great change, it is perilously easy to lose 
sight of the big picture. You may not feel it, my friends, 
because you are constantly and deliberately and aggressive- 
ly lied to. But the accurate view is that finally, finally, the 
American government is beginning once again to operate 
according to the will of the people. 


uch dramatic reform is not happening anywhere 
else on the globe. Which is entirely consistent 
with our history. My friends, this ts but the 
latest chapter in the greatest political story ever 
told. America 1s the only nation on earth with 
a nearly infinite capacity to renew itself. For 
more than two centuries, it has been a beacon of freedom 
and opportunity for 
the whole world. Despite 
every assault, its core 
principles are alive and 
vigorous in the hearts 
and minds of its citizens. 
Never forget: we are 
a great and good coun- 
try, of great and good 
people. So be confident. 
Stay on offense. America 
is stronger than the 
poison of liberalism. 
Optimism is stronger 
than gloom. Freedom is 
stronger than the 
shackles of dependency. 
Truth is stronger 
than lies. 





To subscribe, call 1-800-457-4141 
Order first. Then go play some golf. 
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The names and addresses of the Publisher, Editor-in-Chief and Managing Editor are: Publisher, EFM Publishing, Inc., 366 Madison Avenue, 7th Fl., New York, NY 10017-3122; Editor- 
in-Chief, Rush Limbaugh, 2 Penn Plaza, 17th FI., New York, NY 10121; Managing Editor, Diana Schneider, 2 Penn Plaza, 17th Fl, New York, NY 10121. 

The Owners are Ed McLaughlin, EFM Publishing, Inc., 366 Madison Avenue, 7th FL. New York, NY 10017-3122; Pat McLaughlin, EFM Publishing, Inc., 366 Madison Avenue, 7th Fl., 
New York, NY 10017-3122; there are no known bondholders, mortgages, or other security holders. ۱۳ 


Average number of copies of each issue during preceding 12 months, and of the single issue nearest to filing date, respectively, are as follows: Total number of copies 540,000 — 485,000; 
paid and/or requested circulation — sales through dealers and carriers, street vendors, and counter sales 0 — 0; mail subscriptions 487,634 — 450,000; total paid and/or requested circulation 
487,634 — 450,000, free distribution by mail, carrier, or other means, samples, complimentary, or other free copies 10,007 — 840; free distribution ou to 


the mail 1,000 — 1,000; total 


free distribution 11,007 — 1,840; total distribution 498,641 — 451,840; copies not distributed — office use, left over, unaccounted, spoiled after printing 41,359 — 33,160; return fram 
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I certify thar the statements made by me are correct and complete. 


John Axten, President, EFM Media, Inc. 
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Send requests and 
appreciation to: 
www.patreon.com/LLAU 
Other social media 
COMING SOON 








